This volume embodies the proceedings, together with a prefatory critique, of a two-day symposium that took place on 5-6 April 1982 at the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine. At first sight the title might appear a little perplexing. Could a whole repertoire of compounds having in common the singular physical property of 'forming a solution with something' (OED) all be possessed of a capacity for engendering just one set of neuropsychological effects in man? As Professor Cavanagh, one of the participants, pertinently observed: 'I always think in terms of individual chemical substances whereas we seem to be discussing solvents in general'. A better term might have been that adopted in one of the papers by the editors themselves, namely 'volatile organic compounds', meaning those widely used in industry. Even so, bearing in mind the chemical diversity of the examples still coming within this definition, it remains difficult for the classical toxicologist to believe that they could all lead to the same symptom complex of adverse reactions in those exposed. Yet that is what we are asked to assume.
Nevertheless, this publication comprises an excellent set of papers that reflect the presentday attitudes to the subject. The contributors, though, were largely, but not quite exclusively, drawn from the UK and Scandinavia, which emphasizes the distinct credos adopted by experts from these two areas.
Anyone interested in this topicand that could include the majority of those actively engaged in one way or another with occupational healthmight profitably peruse all of the papers, whilst in the end concurring with the declaration of Dr Summerfieldexpressing the conclusions of the psychologistthat 'while there is a fair convergence of evidence that there are some adverse effects of some solvents', there is, nevertheless, no reason to believe 'that there are strong implications for immediate action to reduce exposures through legislation'.
After all, the indictment toxicologically of the volatile organic compounds occupationally is based in the main on epidemiological exercises. This calls to mind a statement by the philosopher Professor Sir Alfred Ayer, to the effect that 'the success of scientific experiments depends on being able to treat small numbers of our beliefs as isolated from the rest' (1983, Journal of the Royal Society of Medicine 76, [344] [345] [346] [347] [348] [349] [350] [351] [352] [353] . Following this principle, and in their preoccupation with solvents in isolation, is it not possible that the epidemiologists may have overlooked some other causes for the neuropsychological effects that beset their workers who inescapably must exist, by day and by night, at work and at play, in a multifarious environment?
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Historical Origins of the Concept of Neurosis Jose M Lopez Pinero (translated by D Berrios) pp 107 £17.50 Cambridge University Press 1983 This is a wide-ranging historical analysis of the many nosological views that antedated and succeeded the coining of the term 'neurosis' by Cullen in the 18th century. It takes into account authors who often receive scant or no notice, including those inspired by the fantasy-fed German Naturphilosophie. It explains why the term 'neurosis' disappeared in England for several decades during the last century, though it remained in the medical vocabulary of France and Germany. It traces the development of the anatomo-clinical and functional-pathological points of view which gradually reduced the number of illnesses regarded as neuroses and undermined their 'scientific' status until Charcot refurbished its respectability and thus initiated the modern period in which neuroses acquired the optional prefix 'psycho-'. The book provides a panoramic review of the labyrinth of theories which have found at least temporary refuge in the often nebulous concept of neurosis. There are 17 pages of references to primary and secondary sources.
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